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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-9, 11-13, and 15-17 are presented for examination; claims 1, 5, 
9, 13, and 17 independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ngo 
et al. (WO 00/04427) (cited by Applicant in IDS) (hereinafter Ngo) in view of Malkin et al. 
(EP 1 021 021) (cited by Applicant in IDS) (hereinafter Malkin) in view of Satou et al. 
(USPN 7,076,519) (hereinafter Satou). 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Ngo discloses a system connected to a home network 
(Figure 1, entire figure) in which a plurality of devices are connected to one another 
through the Internet, the system provides a certain device In the home network with a 
service (p. 7, lines 10-25) comprising: 

a database that stores address information about the home network that 
subscribes to the service, and information about at least one of a plurality of service 
recipient devices within the home network (col. 6, lines 15-33; col. 7, line 10 to col. 8, 
line 15). 
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Ngo does not specifically disclose the system transmits a notifying message to at 
least one of the plurality of service recipient devices prior to providing the service, to 
confirm whether the device can receive the service or not, and provides the service to 
the device after receiving an affirmative response from the device and the notifying 
message contains additional identifying information of the service recipient device as 
well as information about an address of the home network to which the plurality of 
devices belong. In analogous art, Malkin discloses another system connected to a 
home network for providing a service (i.e. data distribution) wherein the system 
transmits a notifying message (i.e. status message, PING) to at least one of the plurality 
of service recipient devices (i.e. client device) prior to providing the service, to confirm 
whether the device can receive the service or not, and provides the service to the 
device after receiving an affirmative response (i.e. client has reached the desired status) 
from the device and the notifying message (to the push proxy server from the 
awareness server) contains additional identifying information of the service recipient 
device as well as information about an address of the home network to which the 
plurality of devices belong (col. 6, line 19 to col. 7, line 57). Furthermore Malkin 
discloses the additional identifying information (i.e. addressing information such as 
hostname and IP address) is used for one of the plurality of devices (i.e. client devices) 
of a same kind (i.e. they are both client computers of the system) that intends to receive 
a same type of service (i.e. the data push) (col. 7, lines 37-58). 

It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Malkin with Ngo since Ngo discloses that the 
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system is used to collect data from remote meters, however does not specifically 
disclose an efficient method of collecting the information (p. 10, lines 5-10). This would 
lead one of ordinary skill searching in efficient methods on collecting non-time 
dependent data, which would lead one to the system of Malkin and the efficient push 
technique thereby sending data only when the system is able to sufficiently handle the 
data distribution as supported by Malkin (col. 2, lines 15-20). 

Malkin in view of Ngo do not specifically disclose that the notifying message is 
used to confirm whether the recipient device is operable to receive the service or not. In 
analogous art, Satou discloses another service provision system in a network which 
discloses transmitting a notifying message (i.e. notification) to determine whether one or 
more of the service recipient devices (i.e. clients) is operable to receive the service or 
not (i.e. if the client device can handle the bulk download or not, and if so, start 
downloading) (col. 10, line 61 to col. 11, line 2). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Satou with Malkin and Ngo in order to 
provide an end device the ability to determine when to download data in a push service 
system, thereby allowing the client to finish up any processing necessary before starting 
to receive the service, thereby reducing likelihood of buffer overflows. 

4. Referring to claims 2 and 3, Ngo discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Ngo does not specifically state that the additional identifying 
information is used for one of the plurality of devices of a same kind that intends to 
receive a same type of service. In analogous art, Malkin discloses the additional 
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identifying information (i.e. addressing information sucli as hostname and IP address) is 
used for one of the plurality of devices (i.e. client devices) of a same kind (i.e. they are 
both client computers of the system) that intends to receive a same type of service (i.e. 
the data push) (col. 7, lines 37-58). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Malkin with Ngo 
since Ngo discloses that the system is used to collect data from remote meters, 
however does not specifically disclose an efficient method of collecting the information 
(p. 10, lines 5-10). This would lead one of ordinary skill searching in efficient methods 
on collecting non-time dependent data, which would lead one to the system of Malkin 
and the efficient push technique thereby sending data only when the system is able to 
sufficiently handle the data distribution as supported by Malkin (col. 2, lines 15-20). 

5. Referring to claim 4, Ngo discloses the invention substantively as described in 
claim 1 Ngo does not specifically state the service is a push service that provides a 
certain service to the devices repeatedly in a predetermined period of time. Malkin 
discloses another system in which the service is a push service that provides a certain 
service to the devices repeatedly (i.e. polling) in a predetermined period of time (it is 
well known that polling a device is done by a schedule with a predetermined period of 
time set between polls) (col. 8, U 37). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Malkin with Ngo 
since Ngo discloses that the system is used to collect data from remote meters, 
however does not specifically disclose an efficient method of collecting the information 
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(p. 10, lines 5-10). This would lead one of ordinary skill searching in efficient methods 
on collecting non-time dependent data, which would lead one to the system of Malkin 
and the efficient push technique thereby sending data only when the system is able to 
sufficiently handle the data distribution as supported by Malkin (col. 2, lines 15-20). 

6. Claims 5-17 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. Furthermore Ngo 
discloses the database stores dynamic IP addresses and IDs of the devices (p. 5, lines 
25-35; p. 9, line 22 to p. 10, line 10). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed July 2, 2007have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

8. In the remarks. Applicant argues, in substance, that (1) Malkin does not disclose 
the claimed additional information, (2) Malkin does not disclose the additional 
information is used for one of the plurality of devices of a same kind that intends to 
receive a same type of service. 

9. As to point (1), Applicant is incorrect. Applicant has not explicitly defined what is 
meant by the claimed "additional information". Applicant provides examples in the 
arguments such as device type, serial number, etc, however these examples do not 
appear in the claims. Applicant should remember that although the claims are 
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interpreted in liglit of tlie specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Since these examples are not found in the claims, a broad interpretation of the phrase 
"additional information" has been taken. As such, information which can be utilized to 
identify the devices can be construed as the additional information. This feature can be 
found in the Ethernet headers such as the MAC address which identifies the hardware 
address of the device. This can be construed as the "additional information" which 
identifies the device. By this rationale, the rejection is maintained. 

1 0. As to point (2), Applicant is incorrect. Applicant should be aware that the claimed 
limitation is a statement of intended use. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. By 
this rationale, the rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant has had numerous opportunities to amend the claimed subject matter, 
and has failed to modify the claim language to distinguish over the prior art of record by 
clarifying or substantially narrowing the claim language. Thus, Applicant apparently 
intends that a broad interpretation be given to the claims and the Examiner has adopted 
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such in the present and previous Office action rejections. See In re Prater and Wei, 162 
USPQ 541 (CCPA 1969), and MPEP2111. 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 3. Applicant employs broad language, which includes the use of word, and phrases, 
which have broad meanings in the art. In addition, Applicant has not argued any 
narrower interpretation of the claim language, nor amended the claims significantly 
enough to construe a narrower meaning to the limitations. As the claims breadth allows 
multiple interpretations and meanings, which are broader than Applicant's disclosure, 
the Examiner is forced to interpret the claim limitations as broadly and as reasonably 
possible, in determining patentability of the disclosed invention. Although the claims are 
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interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir.1993). 
Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and supply 
arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends broad 
interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims with 
scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the Applicant 
to more clearly and distinctly define the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Buzmej^ Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




